NO WORK, NO VOTE
proposal is that the labour will be fruitless. Assume for one
moment that'it will be fruitless in terms of swaraj or immediate
economic solution. But surely it is not fruitless if cheap khaddar
can be brought out from the maunds of yarn received by the
All-India Khaddar Board from, month to month. A single yard
of cloth added to the national production cannot be called a
fruitless effort.
Another objection that has been advanced against the pro-
posal is that it will disfranchise thousands of Congress voters. I
make bold to say that the objection is chimerical. A voter is one
who actively interests himself in the organization in which he is
a voter. Our voters are not of that type. The fault is not theirs,
but ours. We have not interested ourselves sufficiently in them.
And we are not going to do so without being spurred thereto*
The spindle is the spur. From month to month Congress officials
will have to keep themselves in direct touch with every single voter.
It surprises me that it should be necessary to demonstrate the
obvious. Think of the possibilities of an organization of honest
workers who must render an account of their work from month to
month. Surely, a living organization containing a few earnest
workers is infinitely superior to an organization containing
many indifferent members whose work is confined merely to
registering their votes at the bidding of a few men. .The indica-
tions, however, are that if only we would have the courage to
make the necessary change, we will have a very large number
of voters, much larger than many expect. The number of the
second month is double the number of the first month. If every
worker in every province properly organizes this voluntary spin-
ning, we must have a steady increase in the spinners. We should
not be surprised to find the figure of two lakhs being reached in
a few months. Two lakhs means ten thousand for each province.
It does not need extraordinary organizing ability to register
ten thousand voluntary spinners in each province on an average.
I hope, therefore, that my proposal will not be rejected.
I have purposely called my proposal the lowest common
measure, not the highest. And the lowest does not mean the low-
est acceptable to the whole of India, but the lowest necessary for
the national achievement. And I hold that, if we are to achieve
swaraj by bloodless methods, the three things mentioned by
me are absolutely necessary. If the ideal is to have as many
voters as we can, irrespective of efficiency, then Hindu-Muslim
unity and [anti-]untouchability also must go by the board. For I
know that our intense work about untouchability has driven away